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• 
FIGURE 2 

NAME OF SITE 	IF 	 S>TC 64/ 
LOCATION  /1/C. Q  C Gc. FIS 7—  

DATE OF OPERATION OR OCCURRENCE )76 e" idis /772 

 

  

OWNER/OPERATOR 

  

COMMENTS/DESCRIPTION 	  

SITE RATED BY  677erie  C:4/4 4.7;),/,,,C.e.-4/3-  
— • 

1., RECEPTORS (see also table 1-1) 

Rating Factor 

Factor 	 Maximum 
Rating 	 Factor Possible 
(0-3) Multiplier Score 	Score 

111. 	Population within 1,000 feet  
of site  4 

I 

1 

I 

/ '-' 	1  / 	c_. 	1 	12 

B.  Distance to nearest down gradient well 3 	10 1 1 
I 

3 „ c, 1 	In  
C.  Land use/zoning within 1 mile radius 3 	1 3 i 7 	I 	9 

D.  Distance to reservation boundary 
1 

3 	1 6 
1 
1 1 ? 	I 	18 

E.  Critical environments within 1 mile
radius of site 

I 
I 

1 

I 	10 

I 
1 
1 

I 
1 " 	I 
I 	ti 	1 30  

F.  Water quality of nearest surface 
water body Q  

1 

1 	6 1  1 

1 

) 2 1 18 

C. Ground water use of the aquifer 	 I 
of concern 

'2 I 

9 

I 1 	2.  
27 

N. Population served by surface water 
supply within 3 miles dowstream of site 0 

1 

0  

, 

 18 

I. Population served by ground-water 
supply within 3 miles of site ''S 1 	6 1 	1 

I 

1 	18  

Subtotals  11,-7 	180  • Receptors subscore (factor score subtotal/maximum score subtotal) 0.7/  



FIGURE 2 (Continued) 

II. PATHWAYS  (see also table 1-11) 

Factor 	 Maximum 
Rating 	 Factor Possible 

Rating Factor 
	

(0-3) 	Multiplier Score 	Score 

A. If there is documented laboratory evidence of migration of hazardous contam-
inants away from the site in question, assign maximum factor subscore of 1 
point for direct evidence. If direct evidence exists then proceed to C. 
If no evidence exists, proceed to B. 

Subscore 

B. Rate the migration potential for 3 potential pathways: surface water migra-
tion, flooding, and ground water migration. Select the highest rating, and 
proceed to C. 

1. Surface water migration 

Distance to nearest down gradient 	
I 3 	

1 	i 
surface  water 	 8 	1 1- 	I 	24  
Net precipitation 	 1  3 	6 	1 	/ 	I 	18  
Surface erosion 	 I 	c> 	8 	1 	C5 1 	24  
Soil permeability 	 I 	i 	6 	1 	6 I 	18  
Rainfall intensity 	 I 	3 	I 	8 	I IL 171  I 	24  

Subtotals —7 Z. 	108 

Subscore = (factor score subtotal/maximum score subtotal) 0.1;7  

2. Floodina 
	

1 1 0  1 

Subscore = (factor score/3) o• 6  

3. Ground water migration 

Depth to around water 	 1 	5 	
I/ 	

24 
Net 	orecioitation 	 I 	6 	 18 
Soil 	permeability 	 2 	 i 	2 
Subsurface flows 	 1 	1 	8 	2 	24 
Direct access to ground water 	 -1L., 	I 	8 	1 y 	24 

Subtotals 1;1 4  114  

Subscore = (factor score subtotal/maximum score subtotal) 04_3 

C. Highest pathway subscore. 

Enter the highest subscore value from A, B-1, B-2 or B-3 above. 

Pathways Subscore 0.73  • 



FIGURE 2 (Continued) 	 Mapk-i-ita 

A. WASTE CHARACTERISTICS (see also table 1-III) 

A. 

Retina Factor 
I 	Factor Rating 	I 
I 	(0-3) 	I 	Multiplier 

Weighted 
Factor 

Waste Quantity I 	_5 I 1 3 . 	Q 

Acute Toxicity 1 I 3 = 8 oiy . AT 

Chronic Toxicity I 
1 25 11  8 ,41 = CT 

Persistency a-  6 /a-- - 	p 

Flammability I 3  4 /a- . 	F 

Reactivity 0 4 0 = 	R 

Incompatibility I 
5 Sr . 	I 

Corrosiveness el 
3  0 = 	C 

Solubility C) 
5 0 = 	5 

accumulation  0  6 0 a 	B 

Physical 	State I ..3 3 9 w PS 

1 en 
Years site was in use 

Years since site closed 

Weighted Factor = Factor Rating x Multiplier 

1 2._ 

• 



FIGURE 2 (Continued) 

III. WASTE CHARACTERISTICS (continued) 

B. Take the weighted factors and multiply together as Indicated below, then 
add the results together, and add PS from figure 2-111A. 

Score 	 Maximum Score 

ATx0 = 	241,c3-7.- 

CTxO = 	Zcf 3  = 

PxQx t= a X3 g 

FxQ = 	/2.4.3r- 

72: 

77"- 

3(0 

72 

72 

162 

36 

RxQ = 00-3 ° 36 

IxQ = 543 = /5" 45 

CxQ = 0 27 

SxQ = 0 43 = 6  ifs 

Bx( t+t ) = 1:)(41)-z-- O 	 108 

PS = 	 9 	 9 
Subtotal= 	1.71.6 	 612 

Waste Characteristics Subscore = subtotal/maximum subtotal 

General Note: 

If data are not available or are known to be incomplete under items 1-A 
through I, II-8-1 or II-B-3, or 111-A, then leave blank for calculation 
of factor score and maximum subscore (i.e. for calculation of the subscore 
divide the factor score by the maximum subscore minus the unknown item's 
maximum score). 

• 

• 
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• 
FIGURE 2 

NAME OF S I TE 	4.,   e-C)4-1 PA/ cAir TR bfrifr6 ieFif 1-1449 P/G1- j 	  

LOCATION  /VC G Gc. /FAR 7-  

DATE OF OPERATION OR OCCURRENCE 	4/72- 	/7‘,  
OWNER/OPERATOR 

COMMENTS/DESCRIPTION 

SITE RATED BY 	/ Gig( F/), ;07 ec-4r 

I., RECEPTORS (see also table 1-1) 

	

Factor 	 Maximum 

	

Rating 	 Factor Possible 
Rating  Factor 	 (0-31 Multiplier Score 	Score  

411 

Population within 1,000 feet 	 ttI  
of site 	 3 	I 	I 

	

I 	i 	
i 
1 

1 1 2- I 
1 

12  

B. Distance to nearest down gradient well 	3 I 	10 	1 3 c,  1 

	

I 	1 
30  

C. Land use/zoning within 1 mile radius 	
,a  1 	

3 

	

I 	47_1 	9  

D. Distance to reservation boundary 	
1-  ...- 
	

I 

	

6 	1  i t? 	18  

	

I 	 1 	I 
E. Critical environments within 1 mile 

radius of site 	 1 	11 	10 	1 	10 1  

	

I 	3°  

	

I 	 1 	i 
F. Water quality of nearest surface 	 '2, 	1 	1 

water  body 	 6 	1 	)2- 1 	18 

G. Ground water use of the aquifer 	
---I 	

1 

of concern 	 9 	
1  ) VI 	

27  

M. Population served by surface water 
0 i supply within 3 miles dowstream of site 	6) 	6 	I 	18 

	

1 	1 
1. Population served by ground-water 

	

#.3I 	V su 1 within 3 miles of site 	 6 	 1B 

	

Subtotals  1 27 	180 

	

4111 Receptors subscore • (factor score subtotal/maximum score subtotal) 	C•/  



FIGURE 2 (Continued) 

11. PATHWAYS (see also table 1-10 

Ratino Factor  

Factor 	 Maximum 
Rating 	 Factor Possible 
(0-3) 	Multiplier Score 	Score  

A. If there is documented laboratory evidence of migration of hazardous contam-
inants away from the site in question, assign maximum factor subscore of 1 
point for direct evidence. If direct evidence exists then proceed to C. 
If no evidence exists, proceed to B. 

Subscore 

B. Rate the migration potential for 3 potential pathways: surface water migra-
tion, flooding, and ground water migration. Select the highest rating, and 
proceed to C. 

1. Surface water migration 

Distance to nearest down gradient 
surface water 
Net precipitation 
Surface erosion 
Soil permeability 
Rainfall intensity 

  

3 1  

 

8 	 1 	24 
6
8 I f I 24 
6I 	6,  I 18 
8 	i 	I 	24 

  

       

       

       

  

3 

    

      

        

Subtotals 2 9 	los 

Subscore 	(factor score subtotal/maximum score subtotal) 	0. IV  

0  I 	1 	1 0 1  

Subscore 	(factor score/3) 	0 

3. Ground water migration 

Depth to around water .3 	1 	8 
I 	74 	1 	6 

 124  /6 

24 
18 

---74----  
Net precipitation 
Soil 	permeability I 	2..- 	I 	R 
Subsurface flows 

1 8 
1_ 41, 	24 

Direct access to ground water :1 	i j ci 	i 	24 

	

Subtotals to 6 	114 

	

Subscore w (factor score subtotal/maximum score subtotal) 	oicir3 

C. Highest pathway subscore. 

Enter the highest subscore value from A, B-1, B-2 or B-3 above. 

Pathways Subscore 603 

2. Flooding 

• 



b1)1"-  

dtgt,(4,, dqkette t%, ti,krbe44t 11444,-. FIGURE 2 (Continued) 

1111 
III. WASTE CHARACTERISTICS (see also table 1-III) 

A. 

Weighted 

Factor 

Waste Quantity  

Acute Toxicity 

Chronic Toxicity 

Persistency 

1 Factor Rating 1 
Ratina Factor 	 1 	(0-3) 	1 Multiplier 

1I-3 3 

i 3 
r-  

1 
I  a 

1 	
3 6 

8 

8 

ay m AT 

Iv CT 

p 

F 1 ammab i l i ty 1 
1/4/ 4 1 c..) = 	F 

Reactivity 
I 
1 C) 4 I 0 = 	R 

1 
Incompatibility I C) 5 I 0 . 	1 

1 I 
Corrosiveness 1 0 3 1 0 

1 
aility 

ilk 
1 C) 5 0 S 
i 

ccumulation 1  3 6 1 a . 	B 
1 

1 Physical 	State I 3 3 / = PS 

Years site was 	in use 
1 
1 IL 

1 	
1 I 2__ = 	t 

Years 	since 	site closed 
1 
1 2_ 1 I 2._ . 	t 

Weighted Factor = Factor Rating x Multiplier 

• 



FIGURE 2 (Continued) 

III. WASTE CHARACTERISTICS (continued) 

B. Take the weighted factors and multiply together as indicated below, then 
add the results together, and add PS from figure 2-ILIA. 

Score 	 Maximum Score 

ATx0 = zric 3 ..:. 77, 	 72 

CTxO = 	3 	" 	 72 

PxQx 	t= /8 )(..3.4.2. 1!  /4 162 

FxQ 01, 3 36 

RxQ = 0 7., v 36 

IxQ lc 3 7:- CD  45 

CxQ 27 

SxQ = 0  163 = O 45 

Ex( t+t) = 	 108 

PS = 	 if 	 9 
Subtotal= = 30c? 	 612 

Waste Characteristics Subscore = subtotal/maximum subtotal 

General Note: 

If data are not available or are known to be incomplete under items I-A 
through I, II-B-1 or II-B-3, or III-A, then leave blank for calculation 
of factor score and maximum subscore (i.e. for calculation of the subscore 
divide the factor score by the maximum subscore minus the unknown item's 
maximum score). 

• 

• 



FIGURE 2 (Continued) 

1/11  WASTE MANAGEMENT AND FINAL SCORE (see also table i-IV) 

A. Receptors Subscore 

Pathways Subscore 

Waste Characteristics Subscore 

	

■ c, .-7 l 	. uR  
e7.73 - up 

	

Os o 	uw  

Enter the above subscores in the equation: 

Site Subscore 	Usite 	1130  (UR)(up)(Uw) `  

- 

B. Apply factor for waste containment from waste management (table 1-IV) 

Site Subscore x Waste Management = Final Score 

3 3 x  1. 0 	33  

Note: If Final Scores are tied for sites on one base, rate the sites according 
to the confidence level of the information. 

Confirmed Criteria 

• At least 2 verbal reports from 
interviews or written informa-
tion from records. 

• Knowledoe of types and quantities of 
wastes generated by shops and other 
areas on base. 

• Based on the above, a determination 
of the types and quantities of 
waste disposed of at the site. 

Suspected Criteria  

• One or no verbal reports or con-
flicting verbal reports. and 

no written information from 
records. 

• Logic based on a knowledge of 

types and quantities of wastes 

generated at the base, and a 

history of past waste dispose 
practices indicate that these 
wastes were disposed of at the 
site. 

410 firmed sites would be above suspected sites in the ranking. 



• 
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• 
FIGURE 2 

NAME OF SITE  F 	F' 6 14/77,,v G /WA* WG X6;1154 	re 6  
LOCAT ION- A1C-4 c_ 6, / icArr- 

DATE OF OPERATION OR OCCURRENCE /7 	4  
OWNER/OPERATOR 

COMMENTS/DESCRIPTION 	  

SITE RATED BY 	 c/63/-4-  / 4-7  

I. RECEPTORS (see also table 1-1) 

Rating  Factor 

Factor 	 Maximum 
Rating 	 Factor Possible 
(0-31 Multiplier Score 	Score 

 

A.Population within 1,000 feet 
1111 	 II 	4 	/ of site 	 3 	2. 	12  

I 
R. Distance to nearest down gradient well 	S 1 	10 	3 o 	30  

C. Land use/zoning within 1 mile radius 	3 	3 	, 	9  

1 D. Distance to reservation boundary 	 '2.. 1 	6 	I / ti 	18  
i 

E. Critical environments within 1 mile 

	

L 	1 	1 	1 c,  1 radius of site 	10 	 30 

F. Water quality of nearest surface 
water body 	 2- I 	6 	11 PL- 11 	IS  

G. Ground water use of the aquifer 
of concern 	2 1 	9 

	1 1  11 
27  

N. Population served by surface water 
supply within 3  miles dowstream of site 	e, 	6 	I 	0 I 	IR 

I 	I 
I. Population served by ground-water 

supply within 3 miles of site 	 1 1 	6 	1  I 	11.--g 	 

Subtotals  0- I 	180 

	

4111  Receptors subscore • (factor score subtotal/maximum score subtotal) 	a 6-7 	



FIGURE 2 (Continued) 

Ii.  PATHWAYS  (see also table 1-11) 

Factor 	 Maximum 
Rating 	 Factor Possible 

Rating Factor 
	

(0-3) 	Multi lier Score 	Score 

A. If there is documented laboratory evidence of migration of hazardous contam-
inants away from the site in question, assign maximum factor subscore of 1 
point for direct evidence. If direct evidence exists then proceed to C. 
If no evidence exists, proceed to B. 

Subscore 

B. Rate the migration potential for 3 potential pathways: surface water migra-
tion, flooding, and ground water migration. Select the highest rating, and 
proceed to C. 

1. Surface water migration 

Distance to nearest down gradient 
surface water  
Net precipitation 
Surface erosion 
Soil permeability 
Rainfall intensity 

3  i 8 	
I 

7 1 24 
6 	I 	I 	18 
8 I GP I 24 

6 I 41  IF--  
8 	1 1  y I - 

1 3 
I  
I 	I 
3 

Subtotals 72 	108 

Subscore = (factor score subtotal/maximum score subtotal) 0.6:7 

2. Floodina 
	

1 0 T 	1 	1 C)  

Subscore = (factor score/3) 
	

(n) 

3. Ground water migration 

De.th to around water 	 1 	-.5 	I 	8 4 y 24 

Net precipitation 1 	I 	6 18 18 
Soil 	permeability Z. I 	R f 24 

Subsurface flows 8 24 
Direct access to ground water 8 	1 2 	I 	24 

Subtotals 	 ilh 

Subscore er (factor score subtotal/maximum score subtotal) e>• 

C. Highest pathway subscore. 

Enter the highest subscore value from A, 8-1, 8-2 or B-3 above. 

Pathways Subscore 15./?45 • 



FIGURE 2 (Continued) 

4111  
III. WASTE CHARACTERISTICS (see also table 1-111) 

A. 

Retina Factor 
Factor Rating 1 	 Weighted 

I 	(0-3) 	I Multiplier I 	Factor 

Flammability 

Reactivity 

Incompatibility 

Corrosiveness C 

B 

O 

O 

Waste Quantity I 	3 	1  1  
1 	 i 

Acute Toxicit 	 1 	75 	i 	8 

Chronic Toxicity 

Persistency 	

I- 	

3 

P- 	 6 

8 

Subil;ty 

lit ccumulation 

Physical State 

Years site was in use 

Years since site closed 

i; 4 

e) 4 

I 5 

C) 3 

0  5 

O 6 

-3 3 
12._ 1 

2 1 

ct.f 	= AT 

1A 11 	= CT 

P2r 	 P  

?- 	= F 

O 	= R 

5- 	- I 

Weighted Factor = Factor Rating x Multiplier 

= PS 

2. .2  t 

=t 



FIGURE 2 (Continued) 

III. WASTE CHARACTERISTICS (continued) 

B. Take the weighted factors and multiply together as indicated below, then 
add the results together, and add PS from figure 2-11IA. 

Score 	 Maximum Score 

ATxQ = 	29 	3 	= 	72. 

CTxO 	ZS/s3 = 	7Z 

PxQx t= AtX3AZ-' 

72 

72 

162 

FxQ = 12 )e-3 = 3 36 

RxQ = 6 IC 3 = a 36 

IxQ 145 

CxQ = 0'143=7  27 

SxQ = e 1‘37- 0 445 

Bx( t+t) =e0c5"---- 0 	 108 

PS = 	 9 	 9 
Subtotal= = 47(.. 	 612 

Waste Characteristics Subscore 	subtotal/maximum subtotal 

;eneral Note: 

If data are not available or are known to be incomplete under items I-A 
through I, 11-B-1 or 11-13-3, or 111-A, then leave blank for calculation 
of factor score and maximum subscore (i.e. for calculation of the subscore 
divide the factor score by the maximum subscore minus the unknown item's 
maximum score). 

• --■■••.• 

• 



FIGURE 2 (Continued) 

Ilk WASTE MANAGEMENT AND FINAL SCORE (see also table 1-IV) 

A. Receptors Subscore 	 • 0. (97 = U
R 

Pathways Subscore 	 = 0.5)‘, 	. up  

Waste Characteristics Subscore 	• 	 = Uw  

Enter the above subscores in the equation: 

Site Subscore = Usite = 100 (UR)(Up)(Uw) 

2.10 

D. Apply factor for waste containment from waste management (table 1-IV) 

Site Subscore x Waste Management = Final Score 

• 
Note: If Final Scores are tied for sites on one base, rate the sites according  

to the confidence level of the information. 

Confirmed Criteria 	 Suspected Criteria  

• At least 2 verbal reports from 
interviews or written informa-
tion from records. 

• Knowledge of types and quantities of 
wastes generated by shops and other 
areas on base. 

• eased on the above, a determination 
of the types and quantities of 
waste disposed of at the site. 

• One or no verbal reports or con-
flicting verbal reports, and 

no written information from 
records. 	

- 

• Logic based on a knowledge of 
types and quantities of wastes 

generated at the base, and a 
history of past waste dispose 

practices indicate that these 
wastes were disposed of at the 
site. 

Or firmed sites would be above suspected sites in the ranking. 
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HM/HW = 

GW = 

EPA = 

RCRA = 

NPDES = 

TSCA = 

FIFRA = I 

• 

• 

FIGURE 1 (Continued) 

CSR FLOWCHART 
a 

Definitions 

Hazardous Material/Hazardous Waste 

Ground Water 

Environmental Protection Agency 

Resource Conservation and Recovery Act 

National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System 

Toxic Substances Control Act 

Federal insecticide, Fungicide and Rodenticide Act 

10 CFR = Federal Regulations covering Radiological Materials 

BUMED = Bureau of Medicine 

SDWA = Safe Drinking Water Act 

Mitigating Action = may include temporary/permanent actions such as fences, 
barriers, clay caps, changing method of storage (for 
barrels), etc. 

o 



FIGURE 2 

NAME OF SITE  D/S9SX'r" 42or c41,,e9. 0'74   

LOCATION  c-g 	t-ch/'7"--  
DATE OF OPERATION OR OCCURRENCE  j 7 17/2. 7‘ /919  

OWNER/OPERATOR 

COMMENTS/DESCRIPTION 

5 I TE RATED BY 	/  

I. RECEPTORS (see also table 1-1) 

Rath, Factor 

Factor 	 Maximum 
Rating 	 Factor Possible 
(0-31  Multiplier Score 	Score 

A. Population within 1,000 feet 
of site 

1 
3 	1 4 

1 
I 
1 

I 
1'2— I 	12 

D. Distance to nearest down gradient well 3 	1 I 10 
1 
I 

I 
0 	1 	30 

C.  Land use/zonino within 1 mile radius 3  3 7 9 
D.  Distance to reservation boundary 2... 	1 6 1 , 0:..— 	1 18 

E.  Critical environments within 1 mile 
radius of site 

1 
I 	1 	1 

I 
. 

10 1 

1 
/ 0  1 
i  30 

F.  Water quality of nearest surface 
water body r?--- 1 

1 

6  11  

I 

/2- 	I 18 

G.  Ground water use of the aquifer 
of concern 

2_ 1 9  
1 

i 	iS 	I 
I 

27 

H.  Population served by surface water 
supply within 3 miles dowstream of site ° 

I 

6 0 18 

I.  Population served by ground-water 
su••1 	within 3 miles of site 1 I 

I 	
1 % 

1 

I 	
18 

Subtotals  )2 J 	180  

Receptors subscore • (factor score subtotal/maximum score subtotal) 	0. 67 

• 

• 

• 



FIGURE 2 (Continued) 

410 PATHWAYS (see also table 1-11) 

Rating Factor 

Factor 	 Mikimum 
Rating 	 Factor Possible 
(0-3) 	Multiplier Score 	Score 

A. If there is documented laboratory evidence of migration of hazardous contam-
inants away from the site in question, assign maximum factor subscore of 1 
point for direct evidence. If direct evidence exists then proceed to C. 
If no evidence exists, proceed to B. 

Subscore 

B. Rate the migration potential for 3 potential pathways: surface water migra-
tion, flooding, and ground water migration. Select the highest rating, and 
proceed to C. 

1. Surface water migration 

Distance to nearest down gradient 
surface water  
Net precipitation 
Surface erosion  
Soil permeabilit 

Rainfall intensity 

!III 
• 

2. Floodinc 

O 

24 

24  
18 

Subtotals -7 2 	108  
Subscore is (factor score subtotal/maximum score subtotal) COY?  

	 _1 	a I 	1 	1 	1  

Subscore s (factor score/3) 

3. Ground water migration 

Depth to around water -› 

3 

1 

1 

8 
6 1 	4? 

24  
18 Net precipitation 

Soil 	.ermeability i_ I R ( 24 
Subsurface flows 3 '7— 2 
Direct access to ground water -) 1t. 	24 

Subtotals lo 4; 
	

114 

Subscore s (factor score subtotal/maximum score subtotal) 0. q3  
C. Highest pathway subscore. 

Enter the highest subscore value from A, B-1, B-2 or 8-3 above. 

4111 	 Pathways Subscore 0.5'3 



FIGURE 2 (Continued) Nap- -1-La • 
III. WASTE CHARACTERISTICS  (see also table 1-111) 

A. 

Retina Factor 
1 Factor Rating  
1 	(0-3) 	1 	Multiplier 

Weighted 
Factor 

Waste Quantity 1 	E 	1 	1 3 . 	Q  
Acute Toxicity 1 	3 	1 	8 Zit = AT 

Chronic Toxicity 1 
1 3 	8 24 . CT 

Persistency ?"- 6 //: . 	P 

Flammability 3 4 /2- or 	F 

Reactivity o 4 4) = 	R 

Incompatibility 1 5 .15-  . 	1  

Corrosiveness 0 3 0 . 	C 

Solubility 0 5 0 - 	S 
Bioaccumulation 0 6 e, . 	B  

Physical 	State 1 	3 3 9 1. 	PS 

Years site was 	in use . 	I  la- 1 2'. . 	t 
Years since site closed 1 	1 1 / . 	t  

Weighted Factor = Factor Rating  x Multiplier 

• 



FIGURE 2 (Continued) 

• I. WASTE CHARACTERISTICS (continued) 

B. Take the weighted factors and multiply together as indicated below, then 
add the results together, and add PS from figure 2-ILIA. 

Score 	 Maximum Score 

ATx0 = 	le 3 	-.-- 

CTx0 = 2." B 

PxQx t= as:34  k 

FxQ = 

RxQ = 	olc3 = 

Ixt1 = 

72. 

73-  

= 36 

34 

0 

Ar 

72 

72 

162 

36 

36 

45 

CxQ = 0 %e 3 0 27 

SxQ = a *3 = 0 45 

Bx( t+t) zox3 = 0  108 

PS = 9 9 
Subtotal= 	= 240 612 

Waste Characteristics Subscore = subtotal/maximum subtotal 

o •3  

General Note: 

If data are not available or are known to be incomplete under items I-A 
through I, 1145-1 or II-B-3, or III-A, then leave blank for calculation 
of factor score and maximum subscore (i.e. for calculation of the subscore 
divide the factor score by the maximum subscore minus the unknown item's 
maximum score). 

• 



FIGURE 2 (Continued) 

IV. WASTE MANAGEMENT AND FINAL SCORE (see also table 1-IV) 

	 • 
A. Receptors Subscore 
	 -0.47 	r uR  

Pathways Subscore 
	 0.73 	up  

Waste Characteristics Subscore 
	

0.39 	r  uw  

Enter the above subscores in the equation: 

Site Subscore =Usite = 100 (UR)(Up)(UW) 

Z.-1(  

8. Apply factor for waste containment from waste management (table 1-IV) 

Site Subscore x Waste Manaoement = Final Score 

Note: If Final Scores are tied for sites on one base, rate the sites according 
to the confidence level of the information. 

Confirmed Criteria  

• At least 2 verbal reports from 
interviews or written informa-
tion from records. 

• Knowledge of types and quantities of 
wastes generated by shops and other 
areas on base. 

• Based on the above, a determination 
of the types and quantities of 
waste disposed of at the site. 

Suspected Criteria  

• One or no verbal reports or con-
flicting verbal reports, and 

no written informationfram--: 

records. 

• Logic based on a knowledge of 
types and quantities of wastes 

generated at the base. and a 
history of past waste dispose 

practices indicate that these 
wastes were disposed of at the 
site. 

• Confirmed sites would be above suspected sites in the ranking. 
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FIGURE 2 

NAME OF SITE  l■fr-riot  

LOCATION /VC Q C- 

DATE OF OPERATION OR OCCURRENCE /v/2_ ia /7  

 

  

OWNER/OPERATOR 

  

COMMENTS/DESCRIPTION 

SITE RATED BY  667-a; / C6/47-  En.,  

I., RECEPTORS (see also table 1-1) 

Factor 
	

Maximum 
Rating 	 Factor Possible 

Ratino Factor 
	

(0-31 Multiplier Score 
	

Score 

A.  Population within 1,000 feet 	
1 

of site 	 i 	3 4 

1 
el 	1 

ie- 1 12 

1 
B.  Distance to nearest down gradient well 3 	1 IC S CI 30 

CI 	
1 C.  Land use/zoning within 1 mile radius --)J 3 I 9 

D.  Distance to reservation boundary 3 6 1  )q 18 
1 

E.  Critical environments within 1 mile 
_ radius of site 1 	10 1 10 30 

F.  Water quality of nearest surface 
t 

1 1 
water body 6 I 	it I 18 

G.  Ground water use of the aquifer 1 
1 

of concern  9  IS I „ 

H.  Population served by surface water 
supply within 3 miles dowstream of site 0 1 6 1 	0 1 1R 

1 1 
I.  Population served by ground-water 

supply within 3 miles of site r  f 1 	6 
1 	I iS 
1 IB 

Subtotals  	180  

Receptors subscore (factor score subtotal/maximum score subtotal) 	4),-7 / 

• 
Te 

• 

• 



Depth to around water 

Net precipitation 
Soil permeability 

3 

FIGURE 2 (Continued) 

PATHWAYS (see also table 1-11) 

Factor 	 Kakimum 
Rating 	 Factor Possible 

Rating Factor 
	

(0-3) 	Multiplier Score 	Score 

A. If there is documented laboratory evidence of migration of hazardous contam-
inants away from the site in question, assign maximum factor subscore of 1 
point for direct evidence. If direct evidence exists then proceed to C. 
If no evidence exists, proceed to B. 

Subscore 

B. Rate the migration potential for 3 potential pathways: surface water migra-
tion, flooding, and ground water migration. Select the highest rating, and 
proceed to C. 

1. Surface water migration 

surface water 	 8 
Distance to nearest down gradient 	I 	I 

	 1 2 7 I 	21, 
 

Net precipitation 	- 	 3 	1 	6 	1, lit I 	18  
Surface erosion 	 I 	C7 I 	8 	1 	0 I 	24  
Soil permeability 	 1 	J 	I 	6----1 	A; I 	18  

	

I 3 I 	 I 'Z I 24 Rainfall intensity 

ID Subtotals 7 	IL 	108 
Subscore = (factor score subtotal/maximum score subtotal) 0,47 

2. Flooding 

Subscore = (factor score/3) 
	

C2 

3. Ground water migration 

24 
8 

2 

Subsurface flows 	 Z y 	2 

ground  

Subtotals 10 6 	11♦ 

Subscore dB (factor score subtotal/maximum score subtotal) 0,73 
C. Highest pathway subscore. 

Enter the highest subscore value from A, 8-1, 8-2 or B-3 above. 

Pathways Subscore o 7:5  

• 



FIGURE 2 (Continued) 

III. WASTE CHARACTERISTICS (see also table 1-III) 

A. 

Retina Factor 
Factor Rating 	I 

I 	(0-3) 	 Multiplier 
Weighted 
Factor 

Waste Quantity I 	CI— I 	1 2 	= Q 

Acute Toxicity 3 I 	8 2  // 	= AT 

Chronic Toxicity I 	423 I 	8 2'-/ 	. CT 

Persistency 72 6 2:-. 	. 	P 

Flammability .3 4 / 2 . F 

Reactivity 0 4 0 = R 

Incompatibility I 5 1/45 	. 	I 
Corrosiveness c) 3 0 = 	C 

Solubility 0 5 0  = 	S 

Bioaccumulation 0 6 0 	. 	B 

Physical 	State 3 3 7 	= PS 

Years 	site was 	in use 1 1 2 . t 

Years 	since site closed / 1 I 	. 	t 

• 

Weighted Factor = Factor Rating x Multiplier 

• 



FIGURE 2 (Continued) 

4110. WASTE CHARACTERISTICS (continued) 
B. Take the weighted factors and multiply together as indicated below, then 

add the results together, and add PS from figure 2-IIIA. 

Score 	 Maximum Score 

ATx0.  = 2/1(4-2 	4(S. 	 72 

CTx0 = 2.t 2. =7' y 8 	 72 

PxQx t= 124-1-0 	2 Y 	 162 

FxO = 2 XZ -.7. 2- f)/ 36 

ftxQ = 0)- 36 

I xQ pi- 2_ -7.- 10 45 

CxQ = e"k"- = 27 

SxQ = (2`#-2- 
6 45 

4110 	
Bx( t+t) = C) (3) 	(:' 	 108 

PS = 9 	 9 
Subtotal= = 	/6 -3 
	

612 

Waste Characteristics Subscore = subtotal/maximum subtotal 

O,27 

General Note: 

If data are not available or are known to be incomplete under items 1-A 
through I, 11-8-1 or 11-8-3, or III-A, then leave blank for calculation 
of factor score and maximum subscore (i.e. for calculation of the subscore 
divide the factor score by the maximum subscore minus the unknown item's 
maximum score). 

• 



FIGURE 2 (Continued) 

IV. WASTE MANAGEMENT AND FINAL SCORE (see also table 1-IV) 

A. Receptors Subscore 	 = °'-,?)4 	= UR 

Pathways Subscore 	 ,. 0. l'3 	. Up 

Waste Characteristics Subscore .. 0/27 	= UW  

Enter the above subscores in the equation: 

Site Subscore 	Usite 8' 100 (UR)(Up)(Uw) -  

9  

B. Apply factor for waste containment from waste management (table 1-IV) 

Site Subscore x Waste Management = Final Score 

 

t 9 	x 	1,  

 

  

Note: If Final Scores are tied for sites on one base, rate the sites according 
to the confidence level of the information. 

Confirmed Criteria 

• At least 2 verbal reports from 
interviews or written informa-
tion from records. 

• Knowledoe of types and quantities of 
wastes generated by shops and other 
areas on base. 

• Based on the above, a determination 
of the types and quantities of 
waste disposed of at the site. 

Suspected Criteria  

• One or no verbal reports or con-
flicting verbal reports, and 

no written information'f-Term- -7 
records. 

• Logic based on a knowledge of 
types and quantities of wastes 

generated at the base, and a 
history of past waste disposa 

practices indicate that these 
wastes were disposed of at the 
site. 

• Confirmed sites would be above suspected sites in the ranking. 
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NAME OF SITE  ilforA u-es 774, 	I/ 	 

LOCATION -  AMS Ct"C-C L fie-LO 
vicEr - 174s DATE OF OPERATION OR OCCURRENCE 

Factor 	 Maximum 
Rating 	 Factor Possible 
(0-31  Multiplier Score 	Score Ratina Factor 

180 • 01 6 s 
Subtotals 

Receptors subscore • (factor score subtotal/maximum score subtotal) 

FIGURE 2 

OWNER/OPERATOR 

COMMENTS/DESCRIPTION 	  

SITE RATED BY 	CIO/'i-  6.--n / cet-4 	  

1. RECEPTORS (see also table 1-1) 

A. Population within 1,000 feet 	 1   
of site 1.- 	I 

I t 
 

i 
1 

4 	1 

I 
I 

Cji" 	1 	12 

I 
B. Distance to nearest down gradient well 	-1 	1 	10 	1 

n 	.... 	I 
.. 	Li 	1 	30 

1 
C. Land use/zonino within 1 mite radius 	1 	3 	1 	3 

I 

71 	9 
D. Distance to reservation boundary 	

---1 

I 
2-1 

1 	) 	1 

	

6 	1/  
1 

1 	10 	1 
1Ei 

'Li  
1  

, I 
L,  1 

18 

30 
E. Critical 	environments within 1 mile 

radius of site 

F. Water quality of nearest surface 
water body 2-1 1  6 /2 1 18  I 

G. Ground water use of the aquifer 
of concern 

2_ I 
9 

I 
I 	/ 

27 

N. 	Population served by surface water 
supply within 3 miles dowstream of site 0 6 

i 

1 	01 1R 

I. 	Population served by ground-water 
supply within 3 miles of site 

1 	'..S 
1 	6 

I 	1 

1 	i 8 1 	18 

• 



FIGURE 2 (Continued) 

'TT.  	 (see also table 1-11) 

Factor 	 Maximum 
Rating 	 Factor Possible 

Rating Factor 
	

(0-3) 	Multiplier Score 	Score 

A. If there is documented laboratory evidence of migration of hazardous contam-
inants away from the site in question, assign maximum factor subscore of 1 
point for direct evidence. If direct evidence exists then proceed to C. 
If no evidence exists, proceed to B. 

Subscore 

B. Rate the migration potential for 3 potential pathways: surface water migra-
tion, flooding, and ground water migration. Select the highest rating, and 
proceed to C. 

1. Surface water migration 

Distance to nearest down gradient 
surface water 
Net precipitation 
Surface erosion 
Soil permeability  

4111 Rainfall intensity 

3 i 	8 	1 -2- 9 1 
1 	

21,  
1  

3 I 6 I / I 18 
-1._ 	8 I /  I 24 

I 	6 	I 	I 	18 
8 	-2.. 	2 

Subtotals ? ctf 108 

Subscore = (factor score subtotal/maxi•mum score subtotal) 0,4  

2. Flooding 

Subscore = (factor score/3) 	0 

3. Ground water migration 

Depth to around water 	 .3 1 8 4 7 24 

Net precipitation 3 i 6 / 1r 18 
Soil 	.ermeability ") 	. I R ] 4 24 
Subsurface flows 1 

-16 
I 
I 

8 
8 

2 5/ 
1, 41 

24 
24 Direct access to ground water 

Subtotals I 4, .t 	114 

Subscore 11. (factor score subtotal/maximum score subtotal) r), 73 
C. Highest pathway subscore. 

Enter the highest subscore value from A, B-1, B-2 or B-3 above. 

4110 	 Pathways Subscore Ofcdr--  



FIGURE 2 (Continued) 

	 Map k+ka 	• 
III. WASTE CHARACTERISTICS  (see also table 1-III) 

A. 

Retina Factor 
1 	Factor Rating 
1 	(0-3) Multiplier 	1 

1 	Weighted 
Factor 

Waste Quantity 
1 
1 	-3 1 I 	3 . 	Q 

Acute Toxicity 
I 
1 	3 8 I 

I 
.1ff . AT 

Chronic Toxicity 
I 
i 	3 8 

1 
1 	•?4f . CT 

Persistency , tC.-  6 , 	/ a" 

1 

. 	p 

Flammability 3 4 1 P}- = 	F 

Reactivity 0 4 1 0 a 	R 

Incompatibility I 5 I 	6 . 	i 

Corrosiveness 0 3 1 0  . 	C 

Solubility C) 5 I 	O - 	S 

Bioiccumulation 0 6 1 
I 

C) • B 

Physical 	State 3 1 1 	? . PS 

Years site was 	in use '3 1 1 3 . 	t 
Years 	since 	site closed 1 1 

I 
1 	i . 	t 

Weighted Factor = Factor Rating x Multiplier 

• 
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FIGURE 2 (Continued) 

WASTE CHARACTERISTICS (continued) 

B. Take the weighted factors and multiply together as indicated below, then 
add the results together, and add PS from figure 2-IIIA. 

Score 	 Maximum Score 

ATxO = .2g x 3 	7.2- 	 72 

CTx0 = 111)(3 .= 	 72 

PxQx t=4.43x1 = 3L 
	

162 

FxQ F rz4.3 
	

36 

RxQ= bi3= 0 
	

36 

IxQ 
	

45 

CxQ = 0 x3r- 	0 	 27 

SxQ = 0 lc 
	

45 

Bx( t+t) = 	° 
	

108 

PS = 	9 	 9 
Subtotal= 	.21(0 	 612 

Waste Characteristics Subscore = subtotal/maximum subtotal 

0, 3? 

General Note: 

If data are not available or are known to be incomplete under items I-A 
through I, II-B-1 or II-B-3, or III-A, then leave blank for calculation 
of factor score and maximum subscore (i.e. for calculation of the subscore 
divide the factor score by the maximum subscore minus the unknown item's 
maximum score). 
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FIGURE 2 (Continued) 

IV. WASTE MANAGEMENT AND FINAL SCORE (see also table 1-IV) 

A. Receptors Subscore 
	 . 0,6,5 	u, 

Pathways Subscore 
	 - 0. ?3  . up  

Waste Characteristics Subscore 
	- 0 1 3 9 	uw  

Enter the above subscores in the equation: 

Site Subscore = Usite 	100 (UR)(Up)(Uw) 

,p-e7/ 

B. Apply factor for waste containment from waste management (table 1-iV) 

Site Subscore x Waste Management = Final Score 

1. 0 

Note: If Final Scores are tied for sites on one base, rate the sites according 
to the confidence level of the information. 

Confirmed Criteria 

• At least 2 verbal reports from 
interviews or written informa-
tion from records. 

• Knowledge of types and quantities of 
wastes generated by shops and other 
areas on base. 

• Based on the above, a determination 
of the types and quantities of 
waste disposed of at the site. 

Suspected Criteria  

• One or no verbal reports or con-
flicting verbal reports, and 

no written i nformat i on- fre,---
records. 

• Logic based on a knowledge of 
types and quantities of wastes 

generated at the base. and a 
history of past waste dispose 

practices indicate that these 
wastes were disposed of at the 
site. 

• Confirmed sites would be above suspected sites in the ranking. 
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FIGURE 2 (Continued) 

4110. WASTE MANAGEMENT AND FINAL SCORE (see also table 1-IV) 
A. Receptors Subscore 
	 - 	.-7 / 	UR 

Pathways Subscore 
	 c).73 	. up  

Waste Characteristics Subscore . 0.58' 	t uw  

Enter the above subscores in the equation: 

Site SubscoreUsite m 100 (UR)(Up)(Uw) m  -  

N. 30 

B. Apply factor for waste containment from waste management (table 1-1V) 

Site Subscore x Waste Manaoement 	Final Score 

JD 	x 	/ 6' 	s 30 

• 
Note: If Final Scores are tied for sites on one base, rate the sites according 

to the confidence level of the information. 

Confirmed Criteria 

• At least 2 verbal reports from 
interviews or written informa-
tion from records. 

• Knowledge of types and quantities of 
wastes generated by shops and other 
areas on base. 

• Based on the above, a determination 
of the types and quantities of 
waste disposed of at the site. 

Suspected Criteria  

• One or no verbal reports or con-
flicting verbal reports, and 

no written information from 
records. 

• Logic based on a knowledge of 
types and quantities of wastes 

generated at the base. and a 
history of past waste dispose 

practices indicate that these 
wastes were disposed of at the 
site. 

"=- 

4111 nfirmed sites would be above suspected sites in the ranking. 
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